Measured Stratigraphic Section, Lower Nanushuk Formation (Albian-Cenomanian?),
Slope Mountain (Marmot Syncline), Alaska
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Bioturbation Index (Bl)
0 — no bioturbation; 1 — sparse bioturbation (1-5 percent bioturbated); 2 — low bioturbation (6—30 percent bioturbated); 3 —
moderate bioturbation (31—-60 percent bioturbated); 4 — high bioturbation (61—90 percent bioturbated); 5 — intense bioturbation
(91—99 percent bioturbated, limited overprinting); 6 — complete bioturbation (100 percent bioturbated, repeated overprinting)
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Sections measured by: LePain and Kirkham, July 2001, and LePain and Harun, June 2018. Slope Mountain is also referred to as Marmot syncline. Bioturbation index modified from Taylor and Goldring (1993)
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